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thirty-five years, had effects which could not be undone in a
day, nor even in a generation.1 Large classes, and the lack of
suitable books, are contributory causes which to this day keep
many a teacher sitting on his throne, exerting a mild but
effective intellectual despotism over his small subjects.
Notes of The universality of the collective lesson, with its
lessons accompaniments of chalk and talk, gave rise to a
branch of pedagogic literature known as "notes of
lessons." The teacher could obtain ready-made notes of lessons
on a variety of subjects, including lessons on objects, lessons on
arithmetic, geography, grammar, history, and so forth. Even
at their best, these productions had all the faults of ready-made
clothes. At their worst they were mere collections of odds and
ends of information, arranged without the least regard to a
child's natural way of approaching a new problem. If, for
example, the teacher wished to give a lesson on sponges (the
two previous lessons having perhaps been on putty and saffron)
his book of notes probably suggested a treatment under these
heads: (1) where found, (2) how formed, (3) qualities, (4) uses.
Better books were produced by some of the "masters of
method" in the training colleges, who pointed out that, to say
the least, this was beginning at the wrong end, since the one
thing a child did know about a sponge was—what it was used
for. The masters of method were also inclined to insist upon
the notes being arranged in two columns, one for matter and
the other for method—in order that the latter should receive
definite consideration. Small wonder that the method, based
upon an inadequate study of children's ways, should become
stereotyped, and that the matter should often be arid, and
lifeless, and inaccurate, since it proceeded, not from fullness of
knowledge, but from what could be got up for the occasion.
1 For the classic condemnation of the system see Edmond Holmes,
What Is and What Might Be (1911). Most of his fellow inspectors either
defended the system or laughed at it Few of then? seemed to see the
tragedy of it

